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Dear Ms Costello 

We received yotw January 8, 2002 letter stnd will try to clear up a few things as 
best we can 

What you state about the metrology books and pamphlets is not clear to us. You 
only state that there is no catalog of them and that you will forward all in your 
possession. This seems vague. Someone must know where George’s tangibles at his 
abode or elsewhere were placed after his death You told me that the scabs were placed 
with an auctioneer near Spnngfield Someone there must know what happened to the 
books. There is no need to list them but merely tell us about how many there are or how 
many boxes of them you may locate 

As to the items appraised by Mr. Katz there is only one item which is confusing 
as to its presence, namely item 123. He appraised it and must have seen it. His 
comment thatit was not located must have been before he appraised it so it must be there 

You may add #56 to my list of unlocated items as I only listed 19 such unlocated 
items and it should be 20. 

A suggestion we have to try to clear up any on hittta problem is to pack the scales, 
etc in containers now and create packing slips using the Maliis-Katz numbers on the 
packing slip for each container That will tell ypu what is in each container Send us 
copies of each slip J $s^v The containers nee&jfco be sealed at that time. Your memo 
provisions as now written do not make it clear as to what happens about any shortages if 
they occur This should be ftirther clarified or provided for 

As to item 3 g in. your memo we called your attention to that typo in item 2 of our 
October 5, 2001 letter It has not been corrected yet. 

Please let us hear from you promptly as our last letter was not answered for 3 
months. 


Very truly yours, 


Hric P. Newman 


Cc Thomas Schwcich 
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Subj: Re: Fugio plate negatives 

Date: 01/17/2002 3:23:19 PM Central Standard Time 

From: EricNumis 


Rob: Just as you say the automatic feeder (about which I have some new information 
as I have been working on it for years) would make the dies hotter because the 
striking would be faster than hand fed. There could be soft areas in some parts of a 
die and not others. The Twin Towers steel failed not because the steel melted but 
because it was designed for load bearing and not designed for rigidity as it had what 
was thought to be adequate insulation to prevent bending in a fire. I think it is 
possible that rolled cold copper under great pressure might have hardness greater 
than very hot steel. Did the Fugio varieties which have die breaks also have clash 
marks or vice versa? The die steel might not have had perfect uniformity of internal 
structure then. Are there degrees of clashing as a developing image or did the 
clashing just suddenly appear. I will let you know what my professor friend thinks as 
he is a numismatist. Eric 


Thursday, January 17, 2002 
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Subj Re: My Clash with the Fugios 

Date 01/18/2002 11 41 57 AM Central Standard Time 
From | 

To : ^_ 


Eric- 

All clash marks are incuse. The nature of the reverse ring structure does 
create an optical illusion when clash marks appear on obverse dies, 
especially when the clash marks have been 'muted' (for lack of a better 
word) from wear (N 13-X being a good example though there are many others) 

Indeed the appearance of clash marks is remarkably similar to the appearance 
created by a brockage. Hence the whole issue of the N. 17-1 discovery coin 
(ex: Norweb). It wasn't until I had my brainstorm relative to that coin 
that I really began to study clash mark/brockage comparison and could see 
the subtle differences and how those differences are explainable by 
differences in the two phenomena. 

If you need any pictures let me know -1 got tons of them and will be glad 
to send anything that can help. 


Best - Rob 




Subj: Re: Fugio plate negatives 

Date: 01/17/2002 6:24:31 PM Central Standard Time 

From: 

To : 


The faster striking rates that a planchet feeder would enable certainly 
could result in higher die temperatures, but I still wonder how high those 
temperatures would get. Is there anything written on this subject relative 
to the introduction of steam coinage? Cold rolled copper is very hard, but 
my guess is that the copper was repeatedly annealed during the rolling 
process and that the planchets were annealed prior to striking - those guys 
did know a lot about the physical properties of metal. 

I can see no correlation between clash marks and die breaks. Many have one 
or the other and a few have both. Off the top of my head the 17 obverse is 
the only one where I can feel confident saying that a clash most likely 
started a break - a very few 17-S's are a late state with obverse clashing 
and a minuscule break along the top of the 'F' of Fugio - This is what 
later developed into the well known radial break present in the 17-WW, 17-T 
and 17-1 combinations. I have only seen that microscopic start of the crack 
on 17-S's with the clashing. 


Best - Rob 
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Subj Fugio Clash marks 

Date 01/19/2002 10:40:15 AM Central Standard Time 

From: EricNumis 

_ _ 


Rob: Thanks to your continual factual help and challenges I think I have a better and 
sounder theory for the source of the clash marks. I woke up this morning with what I 
think is the answer and I think you will like it as it fits into your thinking. I will write it 
out and mail it to you. I need a little more information from you first. Are there any 
Fugio obverse or reverse die varieties which resulted in both some struck pieces 
without the clash marks and some with the clash marks? If so which die varieties are 
they? What combinations of die varieties have clash marks on both obverse and 
reverse? I need these facts to work into my write-up. There is nothing I know for sure 
about feeder construction in 1792, etc.at the U.S. Mint or modifications at the time of 
the changeover to steam other than what is written in Cooper about practices in 
England. I think the US Mint was very secretive about the feeder. This is a great 
puzzlement and that is why I am so intrigued. Your observation and proof that a 
feeder had to be used when making the Fugios is a major contribution to early 
American numismatics in my opinion. Eric 


000H n@H 8i~i 
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Subj: 

Date: 

From: 

To: 


Re: Fugio Clash marks 

01/19/2002 12:03:00 PM Central Standard Time 
| (rob retz) 


I'll work up the data on specific varieties with/without clash marks, etc. 

My question relative to the introduction of steam coinage referred to any 
possible references to problems with heat build up on the dies, not 
planchet feeder construction. I figure that if heat build up was a problem 
for these early guys then it would have had to be a real problem with the 
dramatically increased striking speeds made possible by steam driven 
presses. I've never heard of anything written about this problem. Given 
the incredible rates of production that are routine today, what methods are 
employed to cool the coin presses? 


Rob 
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Subj: Re: [VirginiaHalfpenceOf1773] Files 

Date: 02/20/20^^^^^entra^tandar^lme 

From: 

f'-; . ' I 

! 1 


Jeff - et al 

The double letter technique is the standard adopted by Eric Newman in his writings many years ago - and we 

should stick with it!!! 

When Kessler came up with a new scheme for the long established Fugio nomenclature, and decided to 
substitute W2 or W.2 for EPN’s WW - it created a mess that remains today and should be changed back to the 
original nomenclature. I never use the Kessler nomenclature in my writings because it creates confusion with the 
Hall-Miller nomenclature used for the Connecticuts, and the Kessler methodology is NOT the same hiarchial 
technique, but instead seems completely illogical and also conflicts with die state terminology. 


Jim/CNLF 



| wrote: 


Lower case letters for new reverses may be too confusing, I would suggest going to double letters - 
reverse AA, BB, CC, etc. 


HOW DO I 
START ON 
ATKINS? 





A 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 

ERIC NEWMAN WRITES (TO JIM NEISWINTER), 

IN YOUR FASCINATING ARTICLE IN THE JULY ISSUE 
OF PENNY-WISE , ON THE CONVERSION OF THE 1793 
S13 REVERSE DIE TO THE 1794 S64 REVERSE DIE, YOU 
AND BOB HOGE INDICATE THAT YOU BELIEVE THAT 
THE DENTILS WERE NOT PUNCHED OVER THE 91 DOTS 
ONE AT A TIME BUT ALL TOGETHER WITH ONE BLOW 
OF A LARGE DEVICE PUNCH. I SUGGEST THAT YOU 
CONSIDER THAT SUCH A BEAUTIFUL PIECE OF WORK 
COULD BE DONE IN A SIMPLER MANNER BY MAKING A 
JIG WHICH FITS AROUND THE CIRCULAR DIE STEM 
AND WHICH HELD AN ATTACHMENT WITH AN OPENING 
TO GUIDE A GANG PUNCH. THE JIG COULD BE 
ROTATED AROUND THE DIE. THE GANG PUNCH 
WOULD HAVE TWO PROTRUSIONS, ONE TO FIT INTO A 
DOT AND, NEXT TO IT, ONE TO CREATE A DENTIL 
OVER AMD OUTWARD FROM THE ADJACENT DOT. IN 
THIS WAY, THE DENTILS WOULD BE UNIFORMALLY 
PLACED RELATIVE TO THE PERIMETER AND TO ONE < 
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Mr Jon Lusk Mr Bill Noyes 

Digital Dynamics PO Box 428 

Monument Beach MA 02553 

1111 W. Clark St. 

Ypsalanti, Ml 48198 


Dear Jon and Bill: 

I thank you again for letting me be the author of the FUGIO book as I enjoyed immensely the research and 
writing as well as the tremendous amount of assistance you and others gave me 

At my suggestion you consented to let me prepare a supplement of a couple of pages which you will have 
printed and to be available without cost to any purchaser of the book and to those to whom complementary 
books were given. 

I enclose photocopies of a draft of four handwritten sheets of proposed additions and corrections to the FUGIO 
book along with a revised Plate 102 - GG and images to create a new plate of 23 - ZZ. 

Jim Spilman to the use of and sent me images of his unique 23 - ZZ. The reverse is enclosed and is reasonable 
in clarity and perhaps you can change it to proper size and color. An image of the obverse he sent was quite 
weak but the same coin image is better in the Kessler book and I enclose a copy of that. This can be sized and 
colored by you. I do not see who can complain about the use of the Kessler photo because Spilman as owner 
of the coin is trying to cooperate with us. He is apparently confronted by others who seem to be disgruntled by 
not having a book on the subject published previously. 

As to the enclosures I welcome additions, improvements, changes and exclusions if you will promptly look over 
all of the enclosures and let me know your thoughts. 

I think the new pages will be welcome to many and not of interest to the very casual book owner. I will feel 
much happier to have done this. 

My best to both of you. Eric 



Thursday, May 15. 2008 AOL: EricNumis 


